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of research and development, evidence 
shows the returns to new products ex-
ceed normal rates of return. 

Drug companies continue to raise 
prices on consumers without justifica-
tion, and we must crack down on price 
gouging and enforce transparency and 
drug pricing. That is why I strongly 
support the policies the Senate Fi-
nance Committee recently released, 
which comprise of comprehensive re-
form to lower prescription drug prices 
for Americans. 

One policy included in this package 
that I have long supported is empow-
ering Medicare to begin negotiating di-
rectly for the price of prescription 
drugs. This is just common sense. This 
is what businesses do. This is a free 
market. We negotiate. 

In the private sector, no plan sponsor 
or manager would ever accept responsi-
bility without the ability to decide how 
to negotiate. No private sector com-
pany would parcel themselves out in 
order to negotiate; they would use 
their full size as a market force. We 
don’t do that in Medicare. Medicare ne-
gotiations will ensure that patients 
with Medicare get the best deal pos-
sible on high-priced drugs. 

Another policy I support in prescrip-
tion drug affordability is capping Medi-
care patients’ out-of-pocket costs at no 
more than $2,000 per year. Today, there 
is no cap on spending for prescription 
drugs for seniors on Medicare. This pol-
icy will prevent Medicare beneficiaries 
from paying tens of thousands of dol-
lars to purchase lifesaving drugs pre-
scribed by their doctors. 

The policies I have just outlined, 
along with additional reforms—and 
there are several others that are in-
cluded in this package, including a re-
quired rebate if a drug manufacturer 
increases their price beyond the cost of 
inflation. There are other issues here 
to protect the solvency long term of 
prescription drug benefits and Medi-
care beneficiaries. This will make pre-
scription drugs affordable for individ-
uals and families who desperately need 
it. 

I urge all my colleagues to come to-
gether to address this urgent issue. We 
have done the work. Now it is time to 
vote, getting these savings back into 
our constituents’ pockets. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-

TEZ MASTO). The Senator from Mary-
land. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate consider the following nomina-
tions en bloc: Calendar Nos. 924, 979, 
982, and 983; that the Senate vote on 
the nominations en bloc without inter-
vening action or debate; that the mo-
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table; that any state-
ments related to the nominations be 
printed in the RECORD; and that the 
President immediately be notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nominations of 
Alexander Mark Laskaris, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, a Career Member of 
the Senior Foreign Service, Class of 
Minister-Counselor, to be an Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of Chad; Mar-
garet C. Whitman, of Colorado, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of Kenya; Mi-
chael J. Adler, of Maryland, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of South 
Sudan; and John T. Godfrey, of Cali-
fornia, a Career Member of the Senior 
Foreign Service, Class of Minister- 
Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Repub-
lic of the Sudan? 

The nominations were confirmed en 
bloc. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Madam 
President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate consider the following 
nominations en bloc: Calendar Nos. 987 
and 1039; that the Senate vote on the 
nominations en bloc without inter-
vening action or debate; that the mo-
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table; that any state-
ments related to the nominations be 
printed in the RECORD; and that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nominations of 
Stephen Henley Locher, of Iowa, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Southern District of Iowa; and Michael 
Cottman Morgan, of Wisconsin, to be 
an Assistant Secretary of Commerce? 

The nominations were confirmed en 
bloc. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Madam 
President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to legislative 
session and be in a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

AFGHANISTAN 

Mr. HAWLEY. Madam President, fol-
lowing my submission yesterday, I ask 

unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD the next part of an inves-
tigation directed by the U.S. Central 
Command concerning the Abbey Gate 
bombing in Afghanistan in August 2021. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
ACTS–SCK–DO 
Subject: Findings and Recommendation—At-

tack Against U.S. Forces Conducting 
NEO at Hamid Karzai International Air-
port on 26 August 2021 

(5) 82nd Airborne Division and 1/82 IBCT. 
(a) The 82nd Airborne and 1/82 IBCT, (as the 

designated Immediate Response Force 
(IRF)), were notified for deployment at the 
request of Gen McKenzie (exhibits 10, 13, 21). 
1/82 IBCT and 2/504 Parachute Infantry Regi-
ment (PIR) began the flow of forces to HKIA 
on 15 August at 2200, and arrived with ap-
proximately 300 personnel (exhibit 121). This 
force coordinated with JTF–CR and occupied 
Camp Alvarado in the northwest comer of 
HKIA (exhibit 121). During the period of 
darkness on 16–17 August, 2/501 PIR arrived 
to HKIA (exhibit 123). Elements of the bri-
gade’s artillery battalion arrived with the 
infantry battalion, making the total force 
about 1000 (exhibit 121). Shortly after their 
arrival, 2/504 began securing the airfield, as 
civilians had breached the South Terminal 
and were on the runway (exhibit 121). 2/501 
were immediately put into the line at the 
South Terminal when they arrived a little 
over 24 hours later (exhibit 121). Both units 
took up security positions on the South and 
West of HKIA, and expanded to relieve Ma-
rines on the perimeter so they could begin 
opening gates on 19 August (exhibits 121, 123). 
By 18 August, 1/82 had security responsibility 
for all of the West side of HKIA. 2/501 had re-
sponsibility for security from the perimeter 
at Abbey Gate westward to the International 
Terminal (exhibit 123). 

(b) The 82nd Airborne TAC, commanded by 
MG Donahue, arrived on 18 August at ap-
proximately 1200 (exhibits 121, 125). Upon ar-
rival, MG Donahue conducted a leader’s re-
connaissance, assessed the perimeter and 
gates, met with RADM Vasely to shore up 
the task organization, and began initial 
planning for withdrawal and JTE (exhibit 
125). The 82nd started clearing the HKIA road 
system to prepare for MASCAL events and 
quick reaction force (QRF) movements (ex-
hibit 125). As part of their security task, the 
82nd detained 40–50 people each night who 
jumped the airfield fence (exhibit 125). Addi-
tionally, 1/82 operated two gates and flowed 
in evacuees via the South and West Gates 
(exhibit 121). From 19–25 August, 2/501 proc-
essed and directed convoys of evacuees the 
Taliban had allowed to pass through the 
outer cordon at South Gate (exhibit 121). 1/82 
opened West Gate periodically to allow pre-
cision evacuation passages of lines, which 
were coordinated movements (exhibits 121, 
125). During the latter half of the NEO, 
South and West Gates accounted for a sig-
nificant number of daily evacuees, averaging 
greater than 200 daily from 24–30 August, 
with 1600 coming through on 26 August (ex-
hibits 125, 143). The DoS Consular rarely 
worked with 1/82 personnel at South Gate, so 
the convoys had to be American citizens 
(AMCITs) or Lawful Permanent Residents 
(LPRs) to get through (exhibit 123). Starting 
19 August, MG Donahue served as the pri-
mary coordinator with the Taliban LNO, 
(TEXT REDACTED) and spoke with him on a 
near daily basis (exhibit 23, 125). 1/82 IBCT 
subordinate unit commanders coordinated 
directly with the Taliban local gate com-
manders for security and to facilitate evac-
uee movements (exhibits 121, 123, 125). 
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(c) As part of withdrawal and JTE plan-

ning, the 82nd TAC developed a plan for a re-
lief in place (RIP) at the gates and estab-
lished timelines to facilitate withdrawal of 
the Marines from HKIA (exhibit 125). U.S. 
and U.K. Forces negotiated the timeline for 
closing Abbey Gate, and after changing the 
timeline multiple times, eventually settled 
on 0900 on 27 August. While the U.S. Forces 
wanted to close the gate as early as 24 Au-
gust, the U.K. Forces needed more time to 
finish processing their evacuees (exhibits 121, 
125). On 25 August, Bravo Company, 2/501 PIR 
moved behind’ Abbey Gate to facilitate the 
RIP, however the timeline moved to the 
right (exhibits 123, 124). (TEXT REDACTED) 
2/501 PIR, attended a meeting at 1600 on 26 
August with the Taliban, the U.K., and 2/1 
Marines to discuss the RIP and passage of 
lines for the U.K. (exhibit 123). They agreed 
the U.K. would pass through Abbey Gate in 
the early morning hours of 27 August, the 
Marines would shut the gate, and Bravo 
Company, 2/501 PIR would take over security 
of Abbey Gate (exhibit 124). Shortly after the 
meeting, the attack on Abbey Gate occurred 
(exhibits 66, 123, 125). (TEXT REDACTED) 
sent his QRF, Delta Company, over to Abbey 
Gate, and dispatched his field litter ambu-
lances (FLAs) to assist in the casualty evac-
uation (CASEVAC) (exhibit 123). Addition-
ally, he set up his Role I facility inside 
Abbey Gate to assist in treating the wounded 
(exhibit 123). The Marines closed the gate 
immediately after the attack and conducted 
the RIP with Bravo Company, 2/501 PIR at 
approximately 0500 on 27 August (exhibit 
124). The U.K. Forces passed through Abbey 
Gate at approximately 0700 on 27 August (ex-
hibits 124, 127). Bravo Company maintained 
security at Abbey Gate until their departure 
from HKIA at approximately 2355 on 30 Au-
gust. 

(d) As part of JTE execution, 82nd Airborne 
took responsibility for demilitarization ef-
forts at HKIA (exhibits 125, 156, 157, 158, 159, 
160, 161, 162). Millions of rounds of ammuni-
tion, weapons, numerous military vehicles 
and aircraft, and U.S. Government property 
had to be destroyed or rendered inoperable 
(exhibit 125). The 82nd Airborne assigned 
zones of responsibility to the various units 
occupying HKIA to ensure they executed a 
methodical demilitarization plan and no in-
formation or equipment was missed (exhibits 
125, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162). Cyber ele-
ment subject matter experts ensured com-
puter systems were corrupted or destroyed, 
and engineers dug trenches to cover equip-
ment with cement and bury it before depar-
ture from HKIA (exhibits 125, 156, 157, 158, 
159, 160, 161, 162). 

(e) The 82nd Airborne departed HKIA and 
completed the JTE at approximately 0002 
local on 31 August (exhibit 246). 

(6) 24th Marine Expeditionary Unit. 
(a) The 24th MEU was a II Marine Expedi-

tionary Force (MEF)/Camp Lejeune based 
unit, aligned to U.S. European Command 
(EUCOM) for the first half of their deploy-
ment (exhibits 100, 102). In June 2021, the 
Secretary of Defense Orders Book realigned 
the MEU to CENTCOM in anticipation of a 
NEO (exhibits 100, 102). Throughout May and 
June, the MEU conducted NEO planning 
with JTF–CR, and executed a PDSS to HKIA 
in July (exhibits 100, 102). The MEU postured 
Marines ashore at Ahmed al-Jaber Air Base, 
Kuwait (Al-Jaber) in July to prepare for the 
potential NEO (exhibits 100, 102). Preparation 
included multiple rehearsals for a NEO, ECC 
operations, airfield security, and gate oper-
ations (exhibits 100, 101). These rehearsals 
continued throughout July, into August, 
until the MEU received notification they 
would deploy to HKIA on 13 August (exhibits 
100, 101, 102). 

(b) The MEU originally planned to 
frontload its ECC forces for deployment, but 

the dynamic situation at HKIA forced the 
MEU to prioritize 1/8 Marines to ensure they 
had the necessary combat power on the 
ground (exhibit 102). On 14 August at ap-
proximately 0200, one rifle company from 1/8 
Marines, a 1/8 Marines HQ element, to in-
clude 1/8 Battalion (TEXT REDACTED) and 
one logistics company from CLB–24 (CLB 
from 24th MEU) arrived at HKIA (exhibit 
102). The size of the force on the ground in-
creased with the arrival of two more rifle 
companies, 1/8 Marines battalion enablers 
(snipers, engineered, scouts), and some MEU 
CE personnel, to include the MEU (TEXT 
REDACTED) that evening (exhibit 102). The 
1/8 Marines elements secured North Gate and 
sought to begin processing evacuees through 
the ECG, but civilians came through the 
South Terminal area and flooded the runway 
(exhibits 102, 104). This MEU force rebuffed 
the breach of the airfield on the night of 15 
August and throughout the day of 16 August 
(exhibits 15, 18, 100, 102, 104): Echo Company, 
2/1 Marines reinforced 1/8 early in the morn-
ing of 16 August, and after they forced the 
crowds off the runway, another breach oc-
curred at a new opening in the southern pe-
rimeter (exhibit 104). The Marines spent all 
of 16 August controlling crowds and clearing 
runways as more forces, specifically Taliban 
and NSU, became available (exhibit 104). 

(c) On 17 August, 1/8 Marines began estab-
lishing security at the North and East Gates 
and attempted to begin processing evacuees 
(exhibit 104). North and East Gates had ap-
proximately 3000–5000 people outside at any 
given time starting on 17 August (exhibit 
102). JTF–CR maintained TACON of the MEU 
throughout the NEO, even after the change 
to COMREL on 17 August (exhibits 10, 11). 
24th MEU retained TACON of 1/8 Marines, 
but only nominally had TACON of 2/1 Ma-
rines, whose Battalion Commander reported 
directly to the JTF–CR Commander (exhibit 
53, 77, 100). 

(d) From 17 August until departure on 30 
August, 24th MEU managed tactical execu-
tion of the NEO, which primarily included 
security and initial screening at North, East, 
and Abbey Gates and processing evacuees at 
the ECC (exhibits 100, 104). 1/8 received near-
ly all of its combat power by the end of 18 
August (exhibit 104). CLB–24 established the 
ECC at the PAX Terminal in North HKIA 
and was processing evacuees as early as 15 
August (exhibit 101). During the NEO, CLB– 
24 Marines also conducted various support 
activities to resupply the gates, and assisted 
with base life support operations (exhibit 
101). CLB–24 planned for contractors, to con-
tinue providing base support throughout the 
NEO, but many contractors departed early 
on, forcing the CLB to absorb those support 
responsibilities, in addition to operating the 
ECC (exhibit 101). The SPMAGTF’s Combat 
Logistics Detachment assisted CLB–24 with 
providing combat service support to units at 
HKIA (exhibit 101). 

(e) BLT 1/8 Marines assumed responsibility 
for security of North and East Gates, and the 
perimeter around the East side of HKIA after 
the 82nd Airborne arrived (exhibit 104, 155). 
Gate operations for North and East Gates 
were difficult and sporadic (exhibits 100, 102, 
104). North Gate was vulnerable to attack 
due to a lack of standoff, an absence of ob-
stacles or barriers, and proximity to civilian 
roads (exhibits 100, 102, 104). North Gate 
quickly became the hardest gate to control 
(exhibit 100). East Gate was a single gate, 
which was always at risk of being forced 
open by the crowd, because there was no 
standoff (exhibits 100, 102, 104). Marines at 
East Gate dealt with crowds crushing people 
against the perimeter wall, making it dif-
ficult to open the gate (exhibit 102). The 
Taliban provided support at both North and 
East Gates, but the Taliban commander at 

North Gate was the least helpful (exhibits 
125, 146). North, East, and Abbey Gates closed 
from 20–22 August due to a lack of flights 
and capacity within HKIA. In total, there 
were 18000 evacuees waiting to fly out, which 
created a humanitarian and security prob-
lem (exhibits 102, 104). The JTF–CR Com-
mander closed North Gate from 23–25 August, 
except for some targeted entries, because of 
the VBIED threat (exhibits 100, 102). East 
Gate closed permanently on 24 August be-
cause of the threat of mortars from the 
Taliban, and an inability to process evacuees 
without losing control of the gate (exhibits 
100, 102, 104). By 25 August, Abbey Gate was 
the only gate operating in the MEU’s sector 
of HKIA (exhibit 102). 

(f) Aside from 1/8 Marines’ rifle companies, 
additional MEU elements supported gate op-
erations. BLT 1/8’s (TEXT REDACTED) 
tasked his engineer platoon to support 
North, East, and Abbey Gates (exhibits 103, 
104). The engineers spent a disproportionate 
amount of time improving East Gate, shor-
ing up gaps in the perimeter to prevent fence 
jumpers, and removing towers on the exte-
rior of the perimeter (exhibit 103). The engi-
neers emplaced shipping containers to form 
the obstacle at the southern end of Abbey 
Gate, later known as the Chevron, on the 
morning of 20 August (exhibit 103). Other-
wise, support to Abbey Gate was limited (ex-
hibit 103). CLB–24 provided the bulk of the 
personnel assigned to the Female Search 
Team (FST), and tasked them to support the 
gates and the ECC (exhibit 101). The FST 
began with searching women and children 
prior to DoS screening, then transitioned to 
conducting initial searches outside the 
gates, escorting rejected females out through 
the gates, and helping identify eligible evac-
uees in the crowds (exhibit 107). The MEU 
Commander re-task organized the 2nd Recon-
naissance (Recon) element to work directly 
for him later in the NEO, specifically to con-
duct targeted recovery of privileged per-
sonnel (exhibit 108). Recon element per-
sonnel were at the gates constantly, working 
with 1/8 and 2/1 Marine leaders to identify 
and pull specific people from the crowd for 
processing (exhibit 108). The MEU also orga-
nized PSYOP and cyber assets under the di-
rection of the MEU (TEXT REDACTED) for 
employment at the gates (exhibit 105). The 
PSYOP teams employed capabilities at the 
gates to communicate with the crowds, and 
provided updates on required documents or 
gate closures (exhibit 105). 

(g) On 26 August, all the gates in the MEU 
sector of HKIA were closed, with the excep-
tion of Abbey Gate and occasional targeted 
recoveries at North Gate (exhibits 102, 104). 
The IED threat was well known across the 
MEU, but threats lacked specifics on times 
and locations (exhibits 100, 102, 104, 105, 106, 
107). MEU leadership ensured electronic 
countermeasures (ECM) were active at the 
gates, dispersion of personnel was enforced 
to the greatest extent possible, snipers were 
in overwatch, PSYOP personnel commu-
nicated the threat to the crowd and asked 
people to leave, and medical assets were 
repositioned (exhibit 100). At the time of the 
blast, only the PSYOP, FST, and Recon ele-
ments of the MEU were at Abbey Gate (ex-
hibits 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108). 
The paragraphs below detail the actions of 
these personnel. The MEU JOC immediately 
put additional intelligence, surveillance, and 
reconnaissance (ISR) assets over Abbey 
Gate, scanning for additional threats (ex-
hibit 102). Post-blast, 1/8 Marines shifted se-
curity elements to Abbey Gate to help fill 
gaps, and provided numerous vehicles for 
CASEVAC, assisting in movement to the 
HKIA Role 11–E. CLB–24 also provided nu-
merous CASEVAC vehicles to support the 
MASCAL (exhibit 101). 
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(h) On 27 August, all gates were essentially 

shut in the MEU sector and 1/82 IBCT secured 
Abbey Gate (exhibits 53, 56, 57, 100, 102, 104). 
CLB–24 continued to operate the ECC until 
30 August, processing evacuees until two 
hours before their departure from HKIA. The 
MEU retrograded back to Kuwait primarily 
on 29–30 August, with the last elements de-
parting at approximately 1000 on 30 August 
(exhibit 100). 

(7) Special Purpose Marine Air Ground 
Task Force, Ground Combat Element (GCE), 
2/1 Marines. 

(a) 2/1 Marines were the GCE for the 
CENTCOM SPMAGTF, located primarily in 
Camps across Kuwait and Prince Sultan Air-
base (PSAB) in Saudi Arabia (exhibit 53). In 
July 2021, the SPMAGTF received notice it 
would potentially participate in NEO in Af-
ghanistan (exhibit 53). The SPMAGTF ini-
tially task organized a ‘‘NEO Light’’ pack-
age, consisting of elements of Combat Logis-
tics Detachment (CLD) and the crisis re-
sponse company (Echo Company, 2/1) (exhib-
its 53, 54, 55). The ‘‘Light’’ package elements 
executed two mission rehearsals testing 
their ECC and gate operations, prior to de-
ployment to HKIA (exhibits 53, 54, 55). In Au-
gust, the SPMAGTF would task organize and 
deploy a ‘‘Heavy’’ package, that included the 
rest of 2/1 Marines’ rifle companies (exhibits 
53, 54, 55). 

(b) 2/1 first arrived to HKIA at approxi-
mately 0100–0200 on 16 August (exhibits 53, 54, 
55, 56, 57). The first flight included the Bat-
talion HQ, Echo Company leadership, and 
one platoon from Echo Company (exhibits 54, 
56). Upon arrival, the unit found the airfield 
breached by civilians, who were moving onto 
the runways (exhibits 54, 56). The Battalion 
(TEXT REDACTED) immediately tasked 
Echo Company to assist with clearing the 
runway, in hopes of resuming flight oper-
ations (exhibit 54). Over the next 24 hours, 
Echo Company was part of the line holding 
the southern perimeter with 3/10 IBCT, 1/82 
IBCT, and 1/8 Marines (exhibit 56). There 
were several breaches of the perimeter and 
crowds gained access to the runway, at-
tempted to board C–17s, and pushed towards 
the North HKIA compounds (exhibits 56, 76). 
Forces pushed the crowds back after NSU 
units joined the line, and the crowds recog-
nized there were no more flights to board 
(exhibits 56, 76). 2/1 Marines, specifically 
Echo Company, were part of the security pe-
rimeter at HKIA from approximately 0600 on 
16 August until 19 August, when they were 
relieved by units from 1/82 IBCT (exhibit 53). 

(c) Force flow over the next two days 
brought in parts of the 2/1 Battalion HQ, Fox 
Company (-), Golf Company, Weapons Com-
pany, Explosive Ordnance Disposal (EOD) 
teams, the Shock Trauma Platoon (STP), 
and finally the remainder of Echo Company 
(exhibits 56, 76, 65, 66). These units focused on 
securing the southern perimeter from the 
Domestic Terminal to Abbey Gate from 17–19 
August (exhibit 76). Once 1/82’s relief of the 
perimeter began, Golf Company, Fox Com-
pany (-), Combined Anti-Armor Team 
(CAAT) platoons, and Battalion Snipers 
moved to Abbey Gate (exhibits 53, 76, 77, 81, 
83, 89). U.K.’s 2 PARA were at the outer 
Abbey Gate, as well as Air Force Pararescue 
(PJ) personnel and small partner nation ele-
ments (exhibits 53, 76, 77, 89). After initially 
planning; to push from Abbey Gate to Camp 
Sullivan, 2/1 Marines opted not to execute 
due to the size of the crowds and lack of 
Taliban support to extend the perimeter (ex-
hibits 53, 76, 81). Instead, (TEXT RE-
DACTED) tasked the battalion to open the 
outer gate to begin processing evacuees (ex-
hibits 53, 76, 81, 89). Opening the gate re-
quired an entire platoon, sometimes rein-
forced, to keep the crowds from breaching 
the outer gate and accessing the Abbey 

Gate’s inner corridor (exhibits 53, 76, 77, 81, 
89). 2/1 Marines processed approximately 750 
evacuees through Abbey Gate on 19 August, 
but only after tremendous effort to hold the 
gate (exhibits 53, 76, 77, 81, 89). 

(d) In order to enable safe and efficient 
gate operations, (TEXT REDACTED) Golf 
Company, 2/1 (TEXT REDACTED) decided to 
push the crowds back to an area beyond the 
Barron Hotel egress lane. This would ensure 
U.K. Forces had better access to the gate 
from their evacuee staging area (exhibits 53, 
77, 89). In the early morning hours of 20 Au-
gust, platoons from Golf and Fox Companies 
opened the outer gate, and methodically 
forced the smaller crowd back nearly 200 me-
ters (exhibits 53, 76, 77, 81, 89). (TEXT RE-
DACTED) coordinated with U.K. Forces and 
MEU Engineers to emplace six shipping con-
tainers in the main south to north roadway 
leading to Abbey Gate to form a disrupting 
obstacle and aid in crowd control (exhibits 
53, 76, 77, 81, 88, 89). The Taliban agreed to 
provide outer security beyond the con-
tainers, and the U.K. Forces and 2/1 provided 
security inside the containers, guarding the 
Barron Hotel egress route and canal areas 
(exhibits 53, 76, 77, 81, 88, 89). The containers 
became known as the ‘‘Chevron’ (exhibits 18, 
21, 53, 76, 77, 81, 88, 89). The emplacement of 
the Chevron on 20 August established the 
structural layout of Abbey Gate for the du-
ration of the NEO, as depicted in enclosures 
12 and 13. 

f 

250TH ANNIVERSARY OF BUXTON, 
MAINE 

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I 
rise today to commemorate the 250th 
anniversary of the town of Buxton, ME. 
It is a great pleasure to celebrate the 
generations of industrious and caring 
people who have made Buxton a won-
derful place to live, work, and raise 
families. 

Named for the famous spa town in 
England, Buxton has a rich history. 
For thousands of years, the Saco River 
Valley was home to the Abenaki. In 
1728, the Massachusetts General Court 
granted land to establish a settlement 
that was called Narragansett Number 
One. As the population grew, the town 
of Buxton was incorporated on July 14, 
1772. 

The early settlers turned the dense 
forests and fertile soil into a thriving 
lumber industry and productive farms. 
With the Saco River providing power, 
sawmills and gristmills were built, fol-
lowed by woolen mills, tanneries, 
churches, libraries, and flourishing re-
tail stores. 

Education has been central to 
Buxton from the start. The first 
schoolmaster arrived in 1761, more 
than a decade before incorporation. 
Soon, 17 homes in town hosted one- 
room schools so that every youngster 
was within walking distance. 

Buxton’s early prosperity as an in-
dustrial center produced many fine ex-
amples of New England architecture. 
Today, several homes, businesses, and 
the First Congregational Church are 
listed on the National Register of His-
toric Places. 

Also on the Register is the Buxton 
Powder House, built by the towns-
people at a cost of $59 to store ammuni-
tion and arms during the War of 1812. 

Since then, the people of Buxton have 
joined together to erect monuments 
and memorials in tribute to the patri-
ots who have defended freedom 
throughout our Nation’s history. 

The spirit that built Buxton is evi-
dent today in many ways. Countless 
volunteers have come together to make 
the town’s sestercentennial a memo-
rable celebration. For nearly 30 years, 
townspeople have generously supported 
the Buxton Toy Box that helps bring 
holiday cheer to children. Buxton’s ac-
tive involvement on the Saco River 
Corridor Commission shows a commit-
ment to protect the natural resources 
that are vital to the quality of life. 

Nothing better demonstrates the 
Buxton spirit than a special moment at 
this year’s annual town meeting on 
June 18, when the townspeople honored 
Deputy Chief Gene Harmon of the 
Buxton Fire-Rescue Department for 60 
years of dedicated service to his com-
munity and his neighbors. 

Buxton’s 250th anniversary is a time 
to celebrate the people who pulled to-
gether, cared for one another, and built 
a great community. Thanks to those 
who came before, Buxton, ME, has a 
wonderful history. Thanks to those 
there today, it has a bright future. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

RECOGNIZING THE STENNIS PRO-
GRAM FOR CONGRESSIONAL IN-
TERNS 

∑ Mr. WICKER. Madam President, a 
number of our congressional interns 
this summer have greatly profited from 
a program conducted by the Stennis 
Center for Public Service. The Stennis 
Program for Congressional Interns is 
designed to enhance the internship ex-
perience for exceptional future leaders, 
giving them an inside look at how Con-
gress works and enabling them to learn 
from senior staffers across both par-
ties. These bipartisan relationships 
will serve them well throughout their 
future careers supporting Congress. 

Interns are selected based on their 
employment experience, college course 
load, and prospective service to Con-
gress. This summer, 18 interns were 
chosen for this prestigious oppor-
tunity. These interns serve us on both 
sides of the aisle, working for Demo-
crats and Republicans in both the 
House and Senate. 

I congratulate the interns on com-
pleting this distinguished program. I 
also thank the Stennis Center and 
their Senior Stennis Congressional 
Staff Fellows for providing a meaning-
ful experience and promoting bipar-
tisan work. 

I ask that the names of the 2022 Sum-
mer Stennis Congressional Interns and 
the offices in which they serve be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The material follows: 
Jack Behan, Office of U.S. Senator Sam 

Peters; Courtney Cochran, House Committee 
on Natural Resources; Carmen Evans, Office 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:15 Jul 15, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A14JY6.026 S14JYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E

---


		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-07-15T10:51:59-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




